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Despite an increase the number of regional trade agreements in Africa, the 
prevalence of conflict on the continent continues to persist and grow. With the recent 
launching of the Africa Continental Free Trade Area in 2021, this raises two 
important questions: (i) Will the presence of conflict limit the gains to be had from 
more open trade? (ii) Will more open trade decrease or increase the prevalence of 
conflict? This report discusses both sides of the bi-directional relationship between 
conflict and international trade by reviewing the associated theoretical and empirical 
literature. This report also conducts three regional case studies that illustrate the 
complex relationship between conflict and trade within some of the existing free 
trade areas in Africa to offer important lessons for the AfCFTA. 
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